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Abstract 

Quba, Nakhchivan and Erivan khanates' upper class and its share in the total number 
of the Azerbaijan khanate population has been determined on the basis of statistical 
sources. At that time resettlement of Armenians from the Ottoman Empire and the Qajarid 
Iran to the Ire van and Nakhchivan regions caused a change in the demographic situation of 
this provinces. The article explores the ethnic composition of the region, paying special 
attention to the change in the number of upper class in the region of under the considera¬ 
tion. Investigation of both Muslim and Christian upper class and clergy and the determina¬ 
tion of their share of the total number of people for the first attempt in historiography. The 
article also draws attention to the results of the Russian policy to shake the dominant posi¬ 
tion of Muslim clergy in the Irevan and Nakhchivan provinces. 

Key words: Azerbaijani khanates. Upper Class, Erivan khanate, Nakhchivan 
khanate, Armenian Oblast. 


Introduction 

Studying the strength of the upper class, which stood on the high level of the 
khanate’s society, is of great importance. Analyses, bases on the data of several 
khanates, give me opportunity to determine the number of upper class, including 
particular weight of higher Muslim clergy with respect to the total population. In 
this regard, gained statistic data, which is reflected in the compiled charts below, 
can be considered sufficient for the formation of general opinion on the examined 
issues (See Appendix below). At this point it is appropriate to consider these 
charts. 


* Baku State University, Faculty of History, Assoc. Prof.. E-mail: dos.mehman.abdullayev@gmail.com 





NUMBER OF THE AZERBAIJANI UPPER CLASS DURING THE KHANATES 


77 


Analysis of the data on the Quba, Nakhchivan And Erivan Khanates 

According to the analysis of the data reflected on the chart number 1, in 
1810 when Quba khanate was eliminated, it consisted 5363 yards and 77 of them 
belonged to Beys, to the nobility of the khanate. This means that they represented 
1.4% of the total population. If we add number of Akhunds, the upper Muslim cler¬ 
gy, (63 or 1.17%) to the previous one it makes 2.6% in total for the upper class of 
the khanate. Despite Akhunds , there were Seyids, Mullah and Christian clergy (only 
2 family) in the khanate also, which determines the total number of the upper class 
as 250 yards and its particular weight as 4.7%. In Baku khanate there were record¬ 
ed 6007 yards and 140 of them or 2.3% belonged to the Bey class. 275 of Seyid 
and 346 of Mullah (in total 612) lived in Baku and 34 suburban villages. So, upper 
class of khanate consisted 1.3% of its total population. There is no record on the 
Christiane families in Baku (Berje, 1870: 653, Leviyatov, 1948: 41, Mustafazada, 
2005: 71-72, ibi ? ov, 2012: 164-165). 

Studies on the social structure of Nakhchivan and Erivan khanates’ popula¬ 
tion require a certain specific approach. These two khanates were invaded by the 
Russian army in 1827 and subsequently they were included into “Armenian ob¬ 
last”, which is consisted of Nakhchivan and Erivan provinces and Ordubad county. 
According to the statistic documents there were 752 inhabited villages in Armenian 
oblast. 359 villages, populated by Azerbaijani Turks were massacred and devastat¬ 
ed by the Russian forces. In total with these devastated villages (310 of them locat¬ 
ed in Erivan) 1111 villages were recorded in the oblast (§open, 1852: 510-518). 

At the beginning of the 19 th century, as well as in the late 1820s most of the 
124 thousand Armenians, moved from the Qajar Iran and the Ottoman Empire, 
were settled in these provinces, which caused serious changing in the demographic 
status of the region. More deep changes were recorded in the content of the villag¬ 
ers of Nakhchivan and Erivan (Qarayev, 2010: 63-64). 

The next chart was created in accordance with the records of I.Shopen, who 
deeply analyzed the region [Chart #3]. This table demonstrates that 16078 Turko- 
Muslim families lived in Erivan, Nakhchivan and Ordubad (of which 43294 men 
and 38455 women, in total 81749). First of all I.Shopen called the Armenian popula¬ 
tion of the region “pre settled population”, meaning settled before the Turk- 
menchay treaty, but in some cases he used term “indigenous population” upon the 
Armenians. Due to “Cameral descriptions” (Kameralnie Opisaniya) of 1832, the 
number of the Armenian families reached 4428 (of which 13058 men and 12093 
women, in total 25151). As we can see in the chart number 3 most of the popula¬ 
tion, 78.4% consisted of Azerbaijani Turks. However as a result of the resettlement 
policy of the Russian empire in the region during four years the demographic com¬ 
position of the region sharply changed. Due to the chart after a short time the num¬ 
ber of families reached 31 201 and subsequently 164450 people (of which 86786 
men and 77 664 women) and it could be described as “demographic explosion”. As 
result, the percentage of Azerbaijani Turks decreased to 51.53 and the number of 
Armenians increased 2,2 times, from 21.6% to 48.47%. Between 1828 and 1832 in 



78 


MEHMAN ABDULLAYEV 


the territories of the former Erivan and Nakhchivan khanates 6949 Armenian fami¬ 
lies or 35560 Armenians (of which 18837 men and 16723 women) were re-settled 
from Qajar Iran, also 3682 Armenian families or 21666 Armenians (of which 
11417 men and 10249 women) were re-settled from the Ottoman empire. So the 
total number of resettled Armenians from Iran and the Ottoman reaching 34% be¬ 
came a significant number (§open, 1852: 543-548, Qriqoriyev, 1833: 31, 82, 191- 
192). 

In 1828, when the Erivan khanate was eliminated, of the 12694 families inhabit¬ 
ed there 9196 or 49 875 were Azerbaijani Turks and the 3498 families or 20073 people 
were pre-settled Armenians (§open, 1852: 543-548, 640-642). Thus 72.5% of the pop¬ 
ulation in Erivan consisted of Azerbaijani Turks, the indigenous inhabitants. The book 
“Erivan khanate”, published by the co-authors, indicates in accordance to the 
I.Shopen’s statistics, when the khanate was invaded 310 villages had 38750 residents 
(Mahmudov, 2010: 77). If we add this number to the number of the region’s popula¬ 
tion, so the number of population in the Erivan khanate reached 107750. Thereby, in 
accordance with the new data, we can definitely indicate that on the eve of the invasion 
82% of the total population of Erivan khanate were Azerbaijani Turks and 18% were 
Armenians. As for the Armenians, they were mentioned in the statistic documents as 
“pre settled population”, namely non-indigenous population, which moved to the 
region long before the Turkmenchay treaty of 1828 and the Edirne treaty of 1829. 
Re-settlement of Armenians to the region had severe consequences for Azerbaijani 
Turks. According to the statistics of 1832, the number of Armenians increased from 
12694 to 20927. Already registered in the same year 115115 of population 49875 or 
43,3% were Azerbaijani Turks (§open, 1852: 543-548:638-642). Thus, being an indig¬ 
enous population of the region Azerbaijani Turks lost their position of superior ethnici¬ 
ty and became an ethnic minority. Due to statistics of 1832 in Erivan province Arme¬ 
nian population, which I.§open determined as “indigenous” consisted 20073 people 
(17,43%). 23568 Armenians were transferred from Qajar Iran in Erivan, which makes 
20.46% of population and from the Ottoman empire 21639 or 18.78%) and they settled 
in the territories, which never belong to them. It is obvious that registered in 1832 in 
Erivan of the 65.280 Armenians 45.207 or 70% were re-settlers from the Qajar Iran 
and the Ottoman Empire (§open, 1852: 543-548:638-642). 

Russia's consecutive resettlement policy totally changed the ethnic composi¬ 
tion of the Nakhchivan khanate, which was eliminated in 1828. Statistic data, com¬ 
piled by the Russian author I.Shopen demonstrated that in 1832, including Or- 
dubad, in Nakhchivan was populated by 41482 people (§open, 1852: 543-548:638- 
642). 12119 people of them or 29 % were re-settled Armenians. After 1828, 11992 
people were moved from Qajar Iran and only 2 from the Ottoman Empire. Not by 
chance, Armenians, which consisted from different ethnic groups, are named as 
“descendants of the Turkmenchay” (§iikiirov, 2006: 93). 

Quick “Armenazition” of these ancient Turkic lands by Russia caused not 
only demographic changing in the western regions of Azerbaijan, but also had 
great influence on the socio-economic status and social strata of the society, and 
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the entire agrarian relations. The young researcher Elchin Qarayev in his valuable 
book dedicated to the history of the Irevan khanate indicates Muslim and Christian 
upper class of the khanate and their number. According to the Cameral Description 
immediately after invasion, author attempts to define the status of the upper class 
and upper clergy in the social structure of the society (Qarayev, 2010: 300-305). 
The author's research, of course, limited with the territory of the former Irevan 
khanate, because his research didn’t cover the social structure of the Nakhchivan 
khanate. At the same time, the author didn’t conduct comparative analysis of the 
issue of our interest in Erivan and Nakhchivan provinces. 

It is important to consider the upper class of eliminated Erivan and Na¬ 
khchivan khanates to determine the number of this class on the base of Cameral 
Descriptions of 1832. 

Due to the chart number 4, analysis of the data gives us the opportunity to 
assert that in 1828 in Erivan khanate, which was included into Armenian Oblast, 
215 families (1573 people) belonged to the upper class. The number of these fami¬ 
lies makes 1.08 % of the population. The number of upper class Muslim families 
makes 2.34% of the Muslim population of the Erivan province. If we take into ac¬ 
count the fact that the upper class consisted of men and women, we can determine 
the total number of upper class (Khan, Bey and Sultan) 1573 persons, and 1.36% of 
the total population and 3.15% of the Muslim population of Erivan (§open, 1852: 
543-548;638-642). Due to data of 1832, the total number of the Muslim upper class 
of the Erivan province Akhunds, Seyids, Mullahs, Mirzahs and Dervishes was 331 
families or 1.58%. If we take into account the number of men and women of Mus¬ 
lim upper class, it makes 1902 and 1.66% of the total number of province’s popula¬ 
tion. Muslim clergy of the Erivan province consisted 3.60% of Muslim families 
and 3.83% of the Muslim (Turk) population. 

According to the statistics of 1832, recorded number of the upper class of the 
Erivan province, including clergy, consisted 546 families or 3483 person. Taking 
into account the total number of all families in Armenian Oblast 20.927 or 115.155 
people, the Muslim upper class per family makes 2.61% and per person 3,03%. 
Moreover, Muslim upper class’ percentage in relation to Turko-Muslim families 
was higher 5.94% and per person it consisted 6.99% (§open, 1852: 543-642;690- 
692). 

According to the Cameral Descriptions of 1832, the number of Khans, Beys 
and Sultans of the former Nakhchivan khanate, including Ordubad County, con¬ 
sisted 177 families or 1166 people. In accordance with the total number of families 
(10863 families) 1,63% of them belonged to the upper class and if taking into ac¬ 
count the number of men and women (40482 people) 2.88% of them belonged to 
the upper class. Due to the chart #4, the percentage of the Muslim upper class was 
3.19% in relation to the total number of the Muslim families and it makes 4,78% 
per person. At that time the number of Muslim families was 5538 (24385 people). 
Recorded in the chart number of Muslim clergy, consisted of Akhunds, Mullahs, 
Mirzahs and Seyids, was 279 families or 1368 people. Percentage of the Muslim 
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clergy in relation to the total families’ number of the khanates was 2.57% and its 
percentage in relation to the number of population was 3.38%. Percentage of the 
Muslim clergy in the former khanate per families number was 5.04% and per per¬ 
son 5.61% (§open, 1852: 543-548:638-642, 690-692). 

According to the Cameral Descriptions of 1832, in the former Nakhchivan 
khanate the number of Muslim upper class, including clergy, was 456 families or 
2534 people. In accordance with the total number of khanate’s families 4.19% of 
them belonged to the upper class and taking into account the number of men and 
women, in the count per person percentage of the upper class makes 6.26%. In total 
percentage of the upper class in relation to the Muslim families makes 8.23% and 
in the count per person it makes 10.39%. 

The number of Armenian higher strata and religious figures 

Whether a given a people or ethnos indigenous to this territory is defined by 
the presence of its upper class. Society is organized by the upper class; if people do 
not have their upper class, it does not have statehood. In 1828, in the year when 
Erivan and Nakhchivan khanates were eliminated, only 5 Armenian families had 
the title Bey, which was given by the Qajar dynasty. Territories of Erivan and Na¬ 
khchivan khanates at the beginning of the 19 th century, particularly after 1828 re¬ 
settlement of Armenians their number sharply and repeatedly increased and simul¬ 
taneously this caused increased of the number of upper class. Thoroughly analyzed 
Cameral census of 1832 enables to determine the number of Armenian upper class 
and Christian clergy in Erivan and Nakhchivan provinces. 

In this regard, let’s consider the chart number 5, compiled by me. Analysis 
of the chart demonstrates that only 22 Armenian Melik and Agha families lived in 
Erivan. It is clear that the number of Armenian families was 20927 in Armenian 
Oblast and percentage of the upper class was relatively small in relation to this 
number and it was only 0.1%. The 22 families of Melik and Agha consisted 205 
people and the total number of the population in Oblast was 115151 and in relation 
this number of population only 0.17% belonged to the Armenian upper class. The 
Armenian upper class, majority of which were alien, had no significant percentage 
in relation to the total number of the population of province. So that the number of 
pre-settled and re-settled Armenian families was 11736 or 65280 per person. The 
Armenian upper class families consisted 0.18% of the total Armenian families and 
0.35% per person (§open, 1852: 690-691. 

In the Erivan region the number clergy was more than the number of Melik 
and Agha and the reason of that was the location of the Etchmiadzin (Ugkilse in 
Azeri) Cathedral in the Erivan province since 1441. Armenian clergy consisted 193 
families or 1454 people. Percentage of Armenian clergy in relation to the number 
of families was 0.92% and 1.26% in relation to the total number of the population 
of Erivan province. These numbers were respectively 1.64% and 2.22% in relation 
to the Armenian population of the province. 

With regard to Nakhchivan, only 15 families (109 people) of Melik and 
Agha were recorded before the mass re-settlement of Armenians in province. Per- 
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centage of Armenian upper class was 0.17% in relation to the total number of fami¬ 
lies and in relation to the total number per person it was 0.36%. In this regard it 
should take into consideration that 8538 families or 30507 people lived in Na- 
khchivan at that time. Of 8538 Armenian families 2145 were new settlers. In other 
words, the total number of population of Nakhchivan province was 30507 and 1/3 
of it, about 10679, was recently re-settled by the Russian empire. Percentage of the 
upper class in relation to the number of Armenian families was 0.56% and per per¬ 
son 0.81% in the composition of the Armenian population, majority of which were 
new settlers. Percentage of Armenian clergy in relation to the number of all fami¬ 
lies in the province was 0.54% and 0.95% in relation to the total number of the 
population of Nakhchivan province. Percentages of Armenian clergy in relation to 
the number of Armenian families and the Armenian population of Nakhchivan 
province were 1.72% and 0.95% respectively. In contrast to Erivan and Nakhchiv¬ 
an provinces, there is no record of Armenian Melik, Agha and Armenian clergy in 
the city Ordubad. According to the 1832 census, 2325 families or 10975 people 
lived in the Ordubad County. Only 11 Melik and Agha families (109 people) were 
recorded in county. Percentages of these Meliks and Aghas in relation to the num¬ 
ber of all families and whole population were 0.47% and 1.09% respectively. Per¬ 
centages of the Armenian upper class in relation to the Armenian population were 
1.69% and 3.22% respectively. Only 22 Armenian clergy families (152 people) 
were recorded in the Ordubad County. Percentage of Armenian clergy in relation to 
the number of all families in the county was 0.95% and 1.38% in relation to the 
total number of its population (§open, 1852: 691-692). 

According to the 1832 census, 214 Melik and Agha families (434 people) 
were recorded in Armenian Oblast, which consisted of Erivan and Nakhchivan 
provinces and the Ordubad County. Percentages of Armenian Meliks and Aghas in 
relations to the total number of families were 0.37% and to the whole population 
0.26%. There were 261 Armenian clergy families, which consisted 1895 people in 
Oblast. Percentages of Armenian clergy in relations to the total number of families 
were 0.84% and to the whole population of Oblast 1.15%. 

According to I.Shopen, who tried to determine the ethnic composition and 
number of the population of the Armenian population, 3171people, who had the 
nobility title, lived in Oblast. Of every 10 thousand Muslim people 335 belonged to 
nobility, relatively Armenians were 52 (§open, 1852: 691). 

Conclusion 

Comparative analysis conducted by I.Shopen according to statistics openly 
show that despite massive re-settlement of Armenians in the region, the number of 
Muslim upper class was for 6 time more than the number of Armenian nobility. 
This fact proves that Azerbaijani Turks and their nobility were indigenous popula¬ 
tion of Erivan, Nakhchivan and Ordubad regions. 
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Mehman Abdullayev (Azarbaycan) 

Xanhqlar dovriinda Azarbaycanda ali ziimra numayandalarinin sayi 
(Quba, iravan va Naxpivan xanliqlanna aid malumatlar asasinda) 

Xiilasa 

Tadqiqat zamam alda edilmi§ statistik sanadlar asasmda Azarbaycamn Quba, 
N ax pi van va iravan xanliqlarmda ali ziimra niimayandalarinin say tarkibi va onlarin xanliq- 
larm iimumi ahalisina nisbatinin miiayyan edilmasina diqqat yetirilmipdir. XIX asrin ilk 
onilliklarinda Qar Rusiyasmin Canubi Qafqazda yeritdiyi miistamlakapilik siyasatinin tar- 
kib hissasi olan kopiirma siyasati naticasinda Osmanli imperiyasi va Qacar iramndan iravan 
va Naxpivan bolgalarina ermanilarin kiitlavi §akilda kopuriilmasi Azarbaycamn iravan va 
Naxpivan bolgalarinda ahalinin sayini siini olaraq artiraraq demoqrafik vaziyyati kaskin 
§akilda dayi§dirmi§dir. 0vvallar iravan va Naxpivan bolgalarinda azliq ta§kil edan xristian 
ermani ahalisinin sayinda bu kopiirmalardan sonra kaskin artim miipahida olunmu§dur. Ma- 
qalada tadqiq edilan bolgadaki ali ziimranin say tarkibindaki dayi^ikliklara xiisusi diqqat 
yetirilarak bolga ahalisinin etnik tarkibi darindan arapdinlmipdir. Ham miisalman, ham da 
xristian ali ziimrasinin va ruhanilarinin sayimn arapdmlmasi va bolga ahalisinin iimumi sa- 
yinda onlarin payinin miiayyanla^dirilmasi tarix^iinasliqda ilk cahd sayila bilar. Maqalada 
hampinin Rusiya imperiyasimn iravan va Naxpivan bolgalarinda miisalman ruhanilarin 
movqeyini zaiflatmak siyasatinin naticalarina da xiisusi diqqat aynlmipdir. 

Apar sozlar: Azarbaycan xanliqlari, ali ziimra, Iravan xanligi, Naxqivan xanligi, 
Ermanistan vilayati. 
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MexAiciH AQdyjiJiaee (A3ep6audDKaH) 

HHCJieimocTfc npeacTaBHTejieft Bbicmero cocjiobhh b A3ep6aiiA5KaHe b 
nepHOA xaHCTB (Ha ocHOBe cbcjiciiiih no TySHHCKOMy, SpHBaHCKOMy h 
HaxnbiBaHCKOMy xaHCTBaM) 

Pe3ioMe 

Upe.TMCTOM HCCHe^OBaHM HBJIfleTCfl BBMBJieHHe Ha OCHOBe CTaTHCTHHCCKHX /IOKV- 
MeHTOB HHCneHHOCTH npc/icTaBHTeneii BBicmero cocjiobim I’youircKoro, SpHBaHCKoro h 
HaxubiriancKoro xaHCTB A'icp6aij,T/Kana h hx a ohh b o6meM HaceneHHH. I [poBO.THBiiieeca 
b nepBtie .necJiTHJieTHJi XIX b.b KauccTisc cocTaBHOH uacnr KOJiOHHanBHOH iiojihthkh Poc- 
chhckoto ca m ocp/Ka b hh Ha K)>khom KaBKa3e MaccoBoe nepeceneHHe apvuni H3 Ocm3h- 
ckoh HMnepHH h Ka/pKapcicoro IlpaHa b pcruoiiBi SpHBaHH h HaxuBiBana npuBeuo k hc- 

KyCCTBGHHOMy yBeJIHHeHHK) HHCJieHHOCTH HaCCJICHHJI 3^eCB H CTajIO npHHHHOH pe3KOTO 
H3MeHeHHH ,Te mo rpac|i hh ec ko ro nono'/Kcinmi. B ycnoBHux MeiiBiiiHiicTBa paHee nepece- 
jihbhihxcji b pcnjoiiBi 3pHBaHH h HaxuBiBana xpHCTHan-apvuni /lannoe nepeceneHHe npu- 
Beno k pe3KOMy yBejimieiiHio hx hhcjichhocth. B cTai i,e ooctoutchbiio Hccjre/iy ct ch st- 
HHnecKHH cocTaB HaceneHHa Hccne/iyevioro pcnjona h oco6eHHo HaMeiicinui b hhcjich- 
hom cocTaBe BBicmero cocjiobim. BnepBtie b HCTopHorpaijiHH i-nyucna hhcjichhoctb KaK 
\iyc ym> via i ic ko ro. TaK h xpHCTHaHCKoro BBicmero cocjiobhh h /lyxonencT rsa. BBiuBneiia hx 
.HOJia b o6meii HHcneHHocTH iiaceJicHimi pcnjona. B cTarbe TaK>Ke oco6oe BHHMaHHe y/ie- 
naeTca nocJie^CTBiMM npoBO^HBineHca Pocchhckoh HMnepneH hojihthkh ocnaSjieHHa 
no3HL(HH MyeyjiBMaHCKoro /ryxoBeiicTBa b peruoiiax 3pHBaHH h HaxHBiBana. 

Kjiio'ieBhie cJioBa: a'iepOaitd.MxmcKite xancmea, ebicmee cocnoeue, ApumncKoe 
xancmeo, HaxnbieancKoe xancmeo, Apmhhckcih odnacmn. 



